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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of Claims 

1 . Claims 36-97 and 99 have been canceled. 

2. Claims 1, 7 and 98 have been amended. 

3. Claims 1 - 35 and 98 are currently pending and have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness. 

6. Claims 1, 2 - 6, 10, 13, 14 - 16, 19 - 22, 27 - 33 and 98 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Ulrich et al. (US 6,344,794 Bl) and in further view of 
Turtle (US 6,127,917 A) and in further view of Hamilton et al. (US PGPUB 



2002/0092912 Al). 



Application: 10/673,980 
Art Unit: 3686 



Paper No. 20090915 
Page 3 



CLAIMS 1 and 98 

Ulrich as shown discloses a personnel and asset tracking system with the following limitations: 

• a server coupled to a database; (see at least Ulrich column 3 line 12-16 and Figure 1); 

• a plurality of tags coupled to a corresponding plurality of assets, each tag being 
configured to transmit a tag ID that is uniquely associated in the database with asset 
data describing the corresponding asset; (see at least Ulrich column 3 line 40 - 43 and 
Figure 1); 

• a first network coupled to the server including a plurality of first transceivers configured 
to receive the tag IDs and transmit the tag IDs and a transceiver ID to the server via the 
first network, whereby, in response to receipt of a tag ID and a transceiver ID from a 
transceiver, the server is configured to update the database with location information for 
the asset corresponding to the tag ID to indicate that the corresponding asset is adjacent 
the transceiver; (see at least Ulrich column 3 line 1 1 - 43 and Figure 1); 

• a plurality of tags associated with a corresponding plurality of assets, each tag having a 
unique ID; (see at least Ulrich column 3 line 40 - 43 and Figure 1); 

• a plurality of sensors, each sensor configured to read the tag IDs of tags adjacent the 
sensor and to transmit a signal to the server indicating that the tags are adjacent the 
sensor, thereby permitting the server to update the database with location information 
indicating that the tags are adjacent a known location of the sensor; (see at least Ulrich 
column 3 line 1 1 - 43 and Figure 1). 
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Ulrich as shown discloses the limitations above. Ulrich does not specifically disclose the 
following limitations, however Tuttle does: 

• a second network coupled to the server including a plurality of access points; (see at least 
Tuttle column 3 line 50 - 53; column 5 line 16 - 18; column 13 line 40 - 43 and column 
15 line 60 to column 16 line 8); 

• a plurality of portable client devices, each client device including a display and a 
transceiver configured to wirelessly transmit to the server via one of the plurality of 
access points a client device ID that is uniquely associated in the database with a user of 
the client device, whereby, in response to receipt of the client device ID, the server is 
configured to update the database with location information for the user to indicate that 
the user is within a reception range of the one access point; (see at least Tuttle column 3 
line 50 - 65; column 5 line 16-18; line 37 - 40 and line 54 - 57; column 6 line 25 - 30; 
column 14 line 45 -48; column 15 line 60 to column 16 line 8 and column 18 line 26 - 



• a plurality of portable client devices coupled to the server via access points positioned at 
known locations within the facility, each client device including a transceiver configured 
to transmit a unique ID signal to the server via an access point, thereby permitting the 
server to update the database with location information indicating that the client device 
is within a reception range of the access point; the client device transceivers being 
further configured to access the tag location information in the database; (see at least 
Tuttle column 3 line 50 - 65; column 5 line 16 - 18; line 37 - 40 and line 54 - 57; column 



30); 
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6 line 25 - 30; column 14 line 45 - 48; column 15 line 60 to column 16 line 8 and 

column 18 line 26 - 30). 
Tuttle discloses an equipment and individual locating system which includes portable devices 
communicating with access points. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to have modified the personnel and asset tracking 
system of Ulrich so as to have included portable devices communicating with access points, in 
accordance with the teaching of Tuttle, in order to allow items, equipment or individuals to be 
identified and located, (see Tuttle column5 line 54 - 57 and columnl8 line 63 - 67), since so 
doing could be performed readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with 
neither undue experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 

The combination of Ulrich/Tuttle discloses the limitations shown above. Ulrich/Tuttle may or 
may not disclose the following limitations; however, Hamilton does: 

• each portable client device of the plurality of portable client devices is capable of being 
used to establish voice communications with each of the other portable client devices and 
wherein each of the portable client devices has a reader configured to read data directly 
from each of the plurality of tags; (see at least Hamilton paragraph 0014, 0028 and 0043). 
Hamilton discloses an escorted shopper system which includes portable devices for 
communication with RFID reading. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to have modified the personnel and asset tracking 
system of Ulrich/Tuttle so as to have included portable devices for communication with RFID 
reading, in accordance with the teaching of Hamilton, in order to allow communication and 
inventory access anywhere in the facility, (see Hamilton paragraph 0008), since so doing could 
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be performed readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue 
experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 
CLAIM 10 

The combination of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton as shown discloses the limitations above relative to 
Claim 1. Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton may or may not specifically disclose the following limitations: 

• each of the plurality of client devices is configured to communicate with other client 
devices within a range of the client device without accessing an access point. 

However, Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the art to have portable 
client devices in communication without accessing an access point. Therefore it would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the inventory 
system of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton so that client devices in range of one another could 
communicate because it would lessen the impact on network resources. 
CLAIM 13 

The combination of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton as shown discloses the limitations above. 
Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton may or may not specifically disclose the following limitations: 

• each of the client devices includes one of the plurality of tags. 

However, Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the art to attach an 
RFID tag to a device for tracking its location. Therefore it would be obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the inventory system of 
Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton so that a tag is attached to the client device because it would allow for 
inventory tracking and location determination. 
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The Examiner would like to note the requirements for traversing official notice from MPEP § 



To adequately traverse such a finding, an applicant must specifically point out the 
supposed errors in the examiner's action, which would include stating why the noticed 
fact is not considered to be common knowledge or well-known in the art. See 37 CFR 
1.111(b). 

If applicant does not traverse the examiner's assertion of official notice or 
applicant's traverse is not adequate, the examiner should clearly indicate in the next 
Office action that the common knowledge or well-known in the art statement is taken to 
be admitted prior art because applicant either failed to traverse the examiner's assertion 
of official notice or that the traverse was inadequate [emphasis added]. 
Because Applicant has not specifically pointed out any errors in the Examiner's action, the 
officially noticed facts in the July 18, 2007 Office Action are deemed admitted prior art. 
CLAIMS 2 - 6, 14 - 16, 19 - 20, 22 and 27 - 33 

The combination of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton as shown discloses the limitations in Claim 1 above. 
Additionally, Ulrich discloses the following limitations: 

• an external network coupled to the server; (see at least Ulrich column 3 line 44 - 50); 

• the external network is the internet; (see at least Ulrich column 3 line 44 - 50); 

• the database is a distributed database having portions of data stored at a plurality of 
different physical locations; (see at least Ulrich column 3 line 1 1 - 43); 



2144.03: 
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• a plurality of routers connected to the second network and the server, the routers being 
configured to process communications between the second network and the server; (see 
at least Ulrich column 3 line 5 1 - 65); 

• the first plurality of transceivers are mounted at a corresponding plurality of fixed 
locations within the facility; (see at least Ulrich column 3 line 59 - 61); 

• a plurality of workstations coupled to the first network; (see at least Ulrich column 1 1 
line 38 -48); 

• one of the workstations includes an interface configured to read information from and 
write information to any of the plurality of tags; (see at least Ulrich column 9 line 10 - 
16); 

• each of the workstations includes a local database including a portion of the data stored 
in the database coupled to the server; (see at least Ulrich column 3 line 29 - 33); 

• a monitoring server coupled to the server, the monitoring server being configured to 
receive output data generated by a piece of equipment and to transmit the output data to 
the server; (see at least Ulrich column 3 line 1 1 - 36); 

• each of the client devices includes software configured to generate a plurality of screens 
on the display; (see at least Ulrich column 1 1 line 38 - 48); 

• the plurality of screens includes a log on screen having icons for facilitating access to the 
second network; (see at least Ulrich column 1 1 line 54 - 56); 

• the asset data includes historical data describing past locations of the corresponding 
asset; (see at least Ulrich column 10 line 18 - 39); 
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• the server is configured to automatically perform a plurality of operations based upon a 
plurality of predefined rules; (see at least Ulrich column 3 line 16 - 18, column 9 line 1 - 
9 and line 52 - 67); 

• one of the operations is updating the status of an asset based upon a current location of 
the asset and a past location of the asset; (see at least Ulrich column 3 line 16-18, 
column 9 line 1 - 9 and line 52 - 67); 

• one of the operations is transmitting a signal to a particular client device based upon a 
current location of the asset and a past location of the asset; (see at least Ulrich column 3 
line 16-18, column 9 line 1 - 9 and line 52 - 67); 

• the asset data includes an access level associated with an asset, the server performing 
one of the plurality of operations based upon a rule including a determination of the 
access level of the asset; (see at least Ulrich column 12 line 28 - 33); 

• each of the client devices is configured to access the database to determine the location 
and status of an asset having asset data stored in the database; (see at least Ulrich 
column 1 1 line 33 -37); 

• the database further includes a file linked to the asset data of the asset, the file including 
additional information about the asset; (see at least Ulrich column 12 line 37 - 46). 

CLAIM 21 

The combination of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton as shown discloses the limitations in Claim 1 above. 
Additionally, Hamilton discloses the following limitations: 

• the display is a touch sensitive display. 



Application: 10/673,980 



Paper No. 20090915 



Art Unit: 3686 



Page 10 



Hamilton discloses an escorted shopper system which includes portable devices with a touch 
screen. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have modified the personnel and asset tracking system of Ulrich/Tuttle so as to 
have included portable devices with a touch screen, in accordance with the teaching of Hamilton, 
in order to make operations more convenient, since so doing could be performed readily and 
easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue experimentation, nor risk of 
unexpected results. 

7. Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Ulrich et al. (US 6,344,794 Bl) and in further view of Tuttle (US 6,127,917 A) and in 
further view of Hamilton et al. (US PGPUB 2002/0092912 Al) and in further view of 
Maynard (US 5,949,335 A). 

CLAIM 7 

The combination of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton as shown discloses the limitations in Claim 1 above. 
Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton may or may not disclose the following limitations, however, Maynard 
does: 

• each of the plurality of portable client devices is configured to write information for 
storage on the plurality of tags; (see at least Maynard column 1 line 50 - 52). 
Maynard discloses an RFID tagging system which includes portable devices for writing to tags. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have modified the personnel and asset tracking system of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton so 
as to have included portable devices for writing to tags, in accordance with the teaching of 
Maynard, in order provide accurate inventory management with information relating to the 
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identification and location of tangible assets, since so doing could be performed readily and 
easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue experimentation, nor risk of 
unexpected results. 
CLAIM 8 

The combination of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton/Maynard as shown discloses the limitations in Claim 
7 above. Additionally, Ulrich discloses the following limitation: 

• each client device responds to information read from a tag via the interface by obtaining 
from the server asset data associated with the tag; ; (see at least Ulrich column 12 line 37 
-46). 

8. Claims 9, 1 1, 12, 23 - 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ulrich et al. (US 6,344,794 Bl) and in further view of Turtle (US 6,127,917 A) and in 
further view of Hamilton et al. (US PGPUB 2002/0092912 Al) and in further view of 
Belfiore et al. (US PGPUB 2002/0059425 Al). 

CLAIMS 9, 11, 12, and 23 - 26 

The combination of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton as shown discloses the limitations in Claim 1 above. 
Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton may or may not disclose the following limitations, however, Belfiore 
does: 

• each of the plurality of client devices is a thin client device; (see at least Belfiore 
paragraph 0044); 

• the client device transceivers are configured to transmit and receive text, audio, and 
video content; (see at least Belfiore paragraph 0091 - 0095); 
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• each of the client devices includes a cellular telephone; (see at least Belfiore paragraph 
0248); 

• the plurality of screens includes a users screen including a list of users authorized to 
access the second network; (see at least Belfiore paragraph 0189 and 0244); 

• one of the plurality of screens includes a call person button, activation of which causes 
the client device to send a signal to a specified other client device to establish a 
communications link between the client device and the specified other client device; (see 
at least Belfiore paragraph 0248); 

• the plurality of screens includes a message screen having a record message button, 
activation of which causes the client device to record input signals from a microphone 
coupled to the client device; (see at least Belfiore paragraph 0019 and 0248); 

• the message screen further includes a send message button, activation of which causes 
the client device to transmit a signal corresponding to the recorded input signals to a 
specified other client device; (see at least Belfiore paragraph 0006 and 0248). 

Belfiore discloses a distributed services system which includes portable communications devices 
with messaging. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the invention, to have modified the personnel and asset tracking system of 
Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton so as to have included portable communications devices with messaging, 
in accordance with the teaching of Belfiore, in order to facilitate improved communication and 
collaboration across computer networks; (see Belfiore paragraph 0003), since so doing could be 
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performed readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue 
experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 

9. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Ulrich et al. (US 6,344,794 Bl) and in further view of Tuttle (US 6,127,917 A) and in 
further view of Hamilton et al. (US PGPUB 2002/0092912 Al) and in further view of 
Novak et al. (US 5,561,412 A). 

CLAIMS 17 and 18 

The combination of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton as shown discloses the limitations in Claim 1 above. 
Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton may or may not disclose the following limitations, however, Novak does: 

• a nurse call server coupled to the server, the nurse call server being configured to 
respond to input signals from an input device operated by a user by transmitting a 
request signal to the server, the server being configured to respond to the request signal 
by transmitting a signal to a particular client device; (see at least Novak column 2 line 
63 to column 3 line 9; column 3 line 52 - 62 and column 18 line 1 - 12); 

• a nurse call server coupled to the server, the nurse call server being configured to 
respond to input signals from an input device operated by a user by changing the status 
of an indicator; (see at least Novak column 2 line 64 to column 3 line 9). 

Novak discloses a nurse call system which includes a nurse call server. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to have modified the 
personnel and asset tracking system of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton so as to have included a nurse call 
server, in accordance with the teaching of Novak, in order to maximize the efficiency of nurses 
and staff on call in a hospital wing; (see Novak column 1 line 29 - 30), since so doing could be 
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performed readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue 
experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 

10. Claims 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Ulrich et al. (US 6,344,794 Bl) and in further view of Tuttle (US 6,127,917 A) and in 
further view of Hamilton et al. (US PGPUB 2002/0092912 Al) and in further view of 
Lucas (US PGPUB 2001/0051905 Al). 

CLAIMS 34 and 35 

The combination of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton as shown discloses the limitations in Claim 32 
above. Ulrich/Tuttle may or may not disclose the following limitations, however, Lucas does: 

• each of the client device displays is configured to generate an asset request button, 
activation of which causes the client device to transmit a request signal to the server, the 
server responding to the request signal by transmitting a notification to a person 
responsible for delivering requested assets; (see at least Lucas paragraph 0003, 0021, 
0070 and 0083); 

• each of the client device displays is further configured to receive a user-selected 
designation of an urgency level of a request; (see at least Lucas paragraph 0003, 0021 
and 0026). 

Lucas discloses an inventory control system which includes asset requests including an urgency. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have modified the personnel and asset tracking system of Ulrich/Tuttle/Hamilton so 
as to have included asset requests including an urgency, in accordance with the teaching of 
Lucas, in order to provide a cost effective solution to inventory tracking; (see Lucas paragraph 
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0008), since so doing could be performed readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the 
art, with neither undue experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 - 35 and 98 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or concerning this 
communication or earlier communications from the Examiner should be directed to John A. 
Pauls whose telephone number is (571) 270-5557. The Examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday to Friday 7:30 to 5:00 4/5/9. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the Examiner's supervisor, JERRY O'CONNOR can be reached at 571.272.6787. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, sec lUp- ' poi to.y to - j A - \ Should you have questions on access to 

the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866.217.9197 (toll- 
free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to (571) 273-8300. 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to the United States Patent and Trademark 
Office Customer Service Window: 

Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314. 

/J. A. P./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3686 
Date: 15 September, 2009 

/Gerald J. O'Connor/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unit 3686 



